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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Umakant K. Raig um ^ 

(2) Susan McBee (Attrnv) . ^ 

Date of Interview: 17 June 2003 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1)Q applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)E3 No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 12-19. claim 12 in particular . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Maver and Tomka . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)Q was not reached. h)H N/A. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713,04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

apS^r^s " ss&zztt&tt? telephone inte ^ •* ^ ,o an ™™ on — * — * *• - 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

, . . _ Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons oresented at the intPrvi™ « 
warrantmg favorable acton must be filed by the applicam. An interview 



«m>. ■ „ 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

tIh^T™ * 6 ,ent ° f Trad 5 nart L ?*» * hould to transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 



It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the aDolication file uni^ 
interview i™!?^^ 

requ.rements or wh.ch interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81201 of the ^m«^llM^^Sp£S^ T^ttL 

Lbi P nT„ P ^n al r 0 " 5 ° r Unread , a ?'? SCrip * in ° ffiCe actions or the ,ike - are excluded f '° m «» interview ZTd^ZIIJZ be^ Where the 
substance of an nterv.ew ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary R«orthmX£ 

c«»n««» few, Ih, Fom, sh.uW be m.W prompu, «,, ralte „,,„ ^ iSSSto " 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number {Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" 2Jh^^^^ 3 , n agre ! ment was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be bv 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

n A ffi^JSK r , e h COrd f i0 " °/ * he SU u Stance of any interview should include at leas « the following applicable items- 
1 A brief descnption of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted PP"«Die "ems. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) SJST ^^£££^*X±? * 3 SUbStantiVe " atUre diSCUSSed " Unless *~ «» a '-dV described on the 

5) a briefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

6) a general ind IC ation of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

^ itaJSK.' 9enera ' reSUltS ° r 0UtC ° me ° f ,he in,erVi6W ' Unl6SS described in the Summary Form competed by 

accurate,^^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement £^^2^' S^ST ^ ™t * iff f ° rth ,he examine ' s version ° f *. 

paper recording the substance ofthe inte^w^ '"^ ReC °* 0K " « 
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Attorney McBee argued that Tomka cannot be combined with Mayer under 103(a) rejection She mentioned 
that Mayer teaches against use of modified starch because modified starch results in increased Dro^ssino 

TJj£ZfiT n \T™ H qi ! ire m ° dified StarCh " She Plans t0 submit a dedarX r S uppor?he 9 

J If "]I? ht amend Claim 12 t0 reci,e that ,he on| y P'asticizer in (claimed) composition was 
water. As regards the examiner's comments that instant claims are devoid of limitations based o^ rad and 
process.ng t.me, she responded that such limitations cannot be introduced in *e drtm 
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